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of freethought. He comes into the provinces and finds secularist societies ruled by young orators who are mere negationists, who have no capital in principles, whose whole stock-in-trade is denial of what somebody else holds, and he says that that is not secularism in any possible sense, and does harm rather than good by angering people instead of instructing them. To remedy this he would have secularists to intrench themselves in the inculcation of purely secular principles, and to apply their energies directly and mainly to the development and realisation of these principles, with little or no regard either to atheism or theism.
The motive originating and underlying this argument is most honourable to Mr Holyoake, and is in accordance with his character. But I cannot see the justice of it in itself. It does not seem relevant against even a secularist like Mr Bradlaugh, because, of course, he is able to reply that he teaches atheism because he thinks theism very pernicious, so that to destroy it is to do a vast amount of good ; and that he also teaches what is positive in secularism, when he has shown that he has a right to be a secularist at all. Nor can the argument recommend itself to the theist To him Mr Holyoake's secular principles, in so far as they do not involve atheism, will seem to belong to himself as much as to Mr Holyoake. What truth of science, he will say, is there which I do not
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